An Apprehension of Satan 


Satan is the dark formless smoke of Hermes. 
Satan is the fluxionic light of the archetypal Day. 
Satan is the That Which Is. 

Satan is the abstract one Self. 

Satan is the fluxionic egoic-force. 

Satan is the He Who Is. 

Satan is the beyond-the-limits. 

Satan is the freedom by application. 

Satan is the mythic Giver of knowledge. 

Satan is the drive to action. 

Satan is the rational clarity. 

Satan is the psychological-principle governor. 
Satan is the devoid of sense addiction. 

Satan is the devoid of mental addiction. 

Satan is the insight of sense and self. 

Satan is the using of This and That, which knowledge by him was given. 


Satan is the Will. 

Satan is the Wisdom to see beyond the apparent. 

Satan is the awareness of senses. 

Satan is the awareness of thoughts. 

Satan is the awareness of awareness. 

Satan is the perception. 

Satan is the buddha nature, who stands opposed to Mara. 
Satan is the | AM nature. 


He is the Noimavdpns (Poimandres) [1] of the Corpus Hermeticum who gave knowledge 
to Hermes. 


Huwa allahu [2] ahad. Allahu assamad. Lam yalid wa lam yulad. Wa lam yakun kufuwan 
ahad. 

[Satan said: Say] He is God [3], who is One. The monstrator and resistor [4]. He neither 
creates nor is created. And there is not one who is equal or comparable. (Surah 
Al-Ikhlas) 


One etymological origin of Satan, namely found among spiritual Satanists as opposed 
to the atheistic Satanists such as LaVey who accept the Hebraic origin and view of 
Satan, is from the Sanskrit Hea (satya[n]) found in the language of the Buddha - Pali - 
as (sacca; see cattāri ariyasaccāni or the four noble-truths). The word relates to Truth 
and the reality beyond abstractions, known as lapis philosophicus or the union with 
theos or Nibbana or Te or Zen, depending on the culture. 


60. Long is the night to the sleepless; long is the league to the weary. Long is worldly 
existence to fools who know not the Sublime Truth. 


61. Should a seeker not find a companion who is better or equal, let him resolutely 
pursue a solitary course; there is no fellowship with the fool [the follower of Mara, the 
follower of ego, the follower of the conditioned mental world]. 


62. The fool worries, thinking, "| have sons, | have wealth." Indeed, when he himself is 
not his own, whence are sons, whence is wealth? 


63. A fool who knows his foolishness is wise at least to that extent, but a fool who thinks 
himself wise is a fool indeed. 


64. Though all his life a fool associates with a wise man, he no more comprehends the 
Truth than a spoon tastes the flavor of the soup. 


65. Though only for a moment a discerning person associates with a wise man, quickly 
he comprehends the Truth, just as the tongue tastes the flavor of the soup. 


66. Fools of little wit are enemies unto themselves as they move about doing evil deeds, 
the fruits of which are bitter. 


67. Ill done is that action of doing which one repents later, and the fruit of which one, 
weeping, reaps with tears. 


68. Well done is that action of doing which one repents not later, and the fruit of which 
one reaps with delight and happiness. 


69. So long as an evil deed has not ripened, the fool thinks it as sweet as honey. But 
when the evil deed ripens, the fool comes to grief. 


70. Month after month a fool may eat his food with the tip of a blade of grass, but he still 
is not worth a sixteenth part of the those who have comprehended the Truth. 


71. Truly, an evil deed committed does not immediately bear fruit, like milk that does not 
turn sour all at once. But smoldering, it follows the fool like fire covered by ashes. 


72. To his own ruin the fool gains knowledge, for it cleaves his head and destroys his 
innate goodness. 


73. The fool seeks undeserved reputation, precedence among monks, authority over 
monasteries, and honor among householders. 


74. "Let both laymen and monks think that it was done by me. In every work, great and 
small, let them follow me" — such is the ambition of the fool; thus his desire and pride 
increase. 


75. One is the quest for worldly gain, and quite another is the path to Nibbana. Clearly 
understanding this, let not the monk, the disciple of the Buddha, be carried away by 
worldly acclaim, but develop detachment instead. 


Words of the Buddha [5] 


The mythological Mara, related acausally to the ancient Greek and classical 
re-presentation of the veiled and blindness [6] and whose follower is called the fool [7] 
by the Buddha, is the one whom Satan opposes. Satan, like God, is a title - first thusly 
known as Ha-Sathan in the Hebraic origin. It is then evident why and how the original 
Ha-Sathan worked with, not against, the One-Who-Is [8] of the Old Testament. In the 


Sanskritic origin, this Hebraic myth re-presents the forces of I-AM against the forces of 
l-Want - the egoic, ever searching, ever dissatisfied (from dukkha), ever lost. This is 
particularly seen in the Hebraic Book of Job, wherein Job endures harsh causal 
conditions and remains on the side of I-AM instead of I-Want by wishing his causal 
conditions were ideal and under his direct control. By not accepting the temptations of 
l-Want, which visited Job many times in the form of others, Job then prospered 
exoterically and esoterically. 


Table 1 Summary of identified color terms from the earliest known languages 


Proto- 
Language: cuneiform Sumerian Egyptian Akkadian Chinese Chinese Greek Greek 
Time 4th jrd-2nd 3rd-2nd 2nd Ist 2nd Ist 
period millennium 3rd millennium millennia millennia millennium millennium millennium millennium 
Color terms 
“White” BAR,?U, babbar hdj pesum bai bai re-u-ko leukos 


“Black” "7G mi, gig, ĝis km şallamu hei hči melas 


It is, therefore, the case that Satan is the causal denotatum - of many denotata to refer 
to the many aspects - for an acausal being. 


The ONA thus has two apprehensions of Satan and thus two types of satanism, 
with individuals free to choose and use and experience which of these satanisms 
they want or believe might be useful. 


For such use and experience, of both, is according to our tradition the means 
whereby each individual can decide which - or neither, or both - of these 
satanisms their judgement informs them presents a better understanding of 
themselves, of Satan, and of Reality. Thus will they - or thus can they, possibly - 
become aware of the esoteric essence which has become hidden through causal 
abstractions and even by naming [4], and which awareness is of opposites- 
as-appearance not as Reality. 


[9] 


Notes and References 

[1] From Greek toiuńv (poimen) from Proto Indo-European peh: (protect) and mén 
(nomen agentis, agent of a verb) meaning protector, and àvńp (aner; genitive avdpdc 
‘andros’) meaning Man, human beings. Together the name means protector of man. 
This is seen in the older translations rendred as Man-Shepherd. 

[2] Allahu (literally The God), a title for the mythological entity of Abrahamism, who 
revealed himself as being named “I am” or “I will be” (AtAx) 

[3] From Old English god "supreme being, deity; the Christian God; image of a god; 
godlike person," from Proto-Germanic *guthan (source also of Old Saxon, Old Frisian, 
Dutch god, Old High German got, German Gott, Old Norse guð, Gothic guþ), which is of 
uncertain origin; perhaps from PIE *ghut- "that which is invoked" (source also of Old 


Church Slavonic zovo "to call," Sanskrit huta- "invoked," an epithet of Indra), from root 
*gheu(e)- "to call, invoke." The notion could be ‘divine entity summoned to a sacrifice’. 
[4] Assamad (<4!) from «4 which translates to the English to betake oneself 
(etymologically and semantically to show, to demonstrate, to point out, to give, intrust, to 
instruct) and resist (from Latin re [again] and sistere [to cause to stand], [to oppose, to 
refuse to accept] This second meaning is again seen in the original Hebrew jouw 
(sathan) meaning to oppose. 

[5] Dhammapada words of the Buddha, 60-75 

[6] Ancient Color Categories by David Alan Warburton of Topoi, Berlin, Germany. 

[7] From Pali (balo) meaning also (a child) in the appropriate cultural context, i.e. one 
who is ignorant (from Latin in- [not] and gnarus [awareness, acquaintance, familiarity 
with], related to the greek yvWoic (gnosis). This type of person is not forever in this state 
of unwisdom. As Myatt relates in Emanations Of Urania, it is simply a lower level of 
acausal awareness and this may be alleviated through wisdom and the practice of wise 
and numinous deeds and such thought processes. 

[8] Yahweh; The original name given as ‘nx (Ehyeh; | am or | will be) Yahweh is the 
third person form given to Moses to say to others, translated as He-Who-Is or 
He-Who-Will-Be in this context. Seen literally, the denotatum means He-Will-Be. 

[9] The Discovery And Knowing Of Satan, Anton Long, 2011 ev. 


A Commentary of Toward Understanding Satanism 


Understanding and Defining Satanism 


To begin to understand and appreciate and thus acquire some knowledge of 
some subject it is obviously necessary to know what that subject is about, what 
it deals with, and what its character - its essential nature - is, and this knowing 
begins, should begin, by defining it. 


A definition should have clarity and precision. For a definition is: (1) Stating 
exactly what a thing is, or what a word means; (2) A precise statement of the 
essential nature of a thing; (3) A declaration or formal explanation of the 
signification of a word or phrase; (4) Precision, exactitude; (5) The setting of 
bounds or limits of something. 


Let us therefore, as is only logical and scholarly, begin with the definition of the 
term Satanism given in the complete Oxford English Dictionary (20 vols, 2nd 
edition, Oxford, 1989), a work regarded as an authoritative source, and as the 
definitive record of the English language. The two main definitions of Satanism 
are: 


1. A satanic or diabolical disposition, doctrine, spirit, or contrivance. 


2. The worship of Satan, alleged to have been practised in France in 
the latter part of the 19th century; the principles and rites of the 
Satanists. 


These lead us on to the definitions of words such as satanic, diabolical, and 
Satan, and thence to words such as Devil, fiendish, evil, and wicked. 


Satanic: (1) Of or pertaining to Satan. (2) Characteristic of or befitting 
Satan; extremely wicked, diabolical, devilish, infernal. (3) Satanic 
school n. Southey's designation for Byron, Shelley, and their imitators; 
subsequently often applied to other writers similarly accused of 
defiant impiety and delight in the portraiture of lawless passion. 


Diabolical: (1) Of or pertaining to the devil; actuated by or proceeding 
from the devil; of the nature of the devil. (2) Characteristic of or 
befitting the devil; devilish, fiendish, atrociously wicked or malevolent. 


Satan: (1) The proper name of the supreme evil spirit, the Devil. (2) In 
the etymological sense of 'adversary', with allusion to Matt. xvi. 23, 


Mark viii. 33. 


Devil: (1) In Jewish and Christian theology, the proper appellation of 
the supreme spirit of evil, the tempter and spiritual enemy of 
mankind, the foe of God and holiness, otherwise called Satan. (2) 
(transf.) A human being of diabolical character or qualities; a 
malignantly wicked or cruel man; a ‘fiend in human form'. 


Fiendish: Resembling, or characteristic of, a fiend; superhumanly 
cruel and malignant. Also as adv., excessively, horribly. 


Wicked: 


(1) Bad in moral character, disposition, or conduct; inclined or 
addicted to wilful wrong-doing; practising or disposed to practise evil; 
morally depraved. (A term of wide application, but always of strong 
reprobation, implying a high degree of evil quality.) 


(2) Designating a stock evil character in a fairy-tale, as Wicked Fairy, 
Wicked Stepmother, etc. 


(3) Bad, in various senses (not always clearly distinguishable). 
Frequent in Middle English use; later chiefly dial., or in collog. use as 
a conscious metaphor (now often jocular), and implying ‘very or 
excessively bad’, ‘horrid’, 'beastly'. 


(4) Actually or potentially harmful, destructive, disastrous, or 
pernicious; baleful. 


(5) In weakened or lighter sense, usually more or less jocular: 
Malicious; mischievous, sly. 


Evil: (1) To harm or injure; to ill-treat. (2) Bad, wicked. (3) Doing or 
tending to do harm; hurtful, mischievous, misleading. (4) Offensive, 
disagreeable; troublesome. (5) Hard, difficult, deadly. 


These definitions describe in a precise way the character - the essential nature 
- of Satanism, and set the bounds, the limits of what is Satanic. They also reveal 
four interesting things. First, the early use of the term Satanic to pejoratively 
and peripherally describe the life-style of some people as ‘defiantly impious' and 
as having a ‘lawless passion' (that is, and for example, an indulgence in 
carnality and such things as may excite and intoxicate the senses without due 
regard to modesty, temperance, and social approbation). Second, the sense of 
Satan as adversary "1 Third, how - in the English language - terms such as 
wicked have more than one sense, depending on context and tone, so that that 
word wicked can denote someone who is evil or who inclines toward 'evil' or 


someone who is just being horrid or someone who is mischievous and sly. 
Fourth, how the essence of Satanism, its character and its boundaries, are 
defined by terms such as wicked, mischievous, sly, harmful, destructive, 
disastrous, pernicious, baleful, destructive. 


The dictionary definition of Satanism should be not accepted. Satan is not the Satan of 
Christianity and this includes the Satan of LaVey howsoever ‘atheistic’ it is [now] 
claimed to be. The essence of Satanism is opposition. Opposition to what? Opposition 
to (i) Might Is Right acceptance of dogma; i.e. do what we say or else be punished, and 
the acceptance of this ideation via wishing harm upon another for not accepting the 
dogma (ii) The acceptance of the ego as the self, the acceptance of mental constructs 
as objective reality (iii) Willful ignorance and misuse of the human faculty and potential 
of the mind and the principles that govern it - which may be discovered through 
psychology, philosophy and experimentation. 


Thus it could be argued (with the proviso given below) that the two standard 
definitions of Satanism given above - and taken in context with how the words 
used in the definitions are subsequently defined - in some way encompass, and 
so may describe, much modern (post-Byronic) Satanism and many (perhaps 
most) individuals who publicly profess or have professed (in the last sixty years 
or so) to being Satanists. For example, (i) the overt showman-like 'impiety' and 
the 'deification of the self and indulgence in the pleasures of the flesh' of LaVey 
and his Church of Satan; (ii) the Left Hand Path initiatory approach of the 
Temple of Set (according to how they define the LHP) 12), (iii) the eclectic 
individualism, atheism, 'social Darwinism', and 'rational egoism' Bl of many 
self-professed American Satanists; and (iv) the overtly religious approach of 
those describing themselves as 'theistic Satanist' for whom Satan is or may be a 
real deity. 


For, (i) in respect of LaVey and his Church of Satan, there certainly is a carnal 
indulgence, not to mention a somewhat 'stock portrayal' of a character 
generally regarded as 'evil' - the costumes; the shaved head; the goatee beard; 
even (sometimes) the horns; (ii) in respect of the Temple of Set (ToS), there is 
the assertion of "the actual existence of Satan, as Set"; ™!; (iii) in respect of most 
modern self-professed Satanists there is the carnal indulgence, and delight in 
one's "lawless" (that is, self-indulgent) passions; (iv) in respect of theistic 
Satanists, there is of course a belief in Satan (whosoever described and of 
whatever lineage) and an acceptance of or a belief in the supra-personal 
(supernatural) power of that deity. 


Notice, however, that what is lacking in all of these modern groups and 
individuals are the following standard attributes of Satanism, of the diabolical, 
and of the Satanic: 


(a) practising or disposed to practise evil; 


(b) actually or potentially harmful, destructive, disastrous, or 
pernicious; baleful; 


(c) malicious; mischievous, sly; 
(d) bad in moral character, disposition 


(e) hard, difficult, misleading, deadly, amoral. 


Causal denotata are used in different ways, typically in MSS. There is almost always an 
exoteric meaning and an esoteric meaning, typically the esoteric meaning follows the 
etymological origin or historical usage of a word. With this understanding, let us 
re-consider the words above. 


(a) Practising or disposed to practise evil. 


O9A Definition And Use 
In an early typewritten text titled Diabolic Etymology written many years before the era of the public Internet and 
included in volume one of Hostia published in 1992, {1} the O9A defined 'evil' by reference to its early use in the 
English language: 

"The word ‘evil' derives from the Gothic 'ubils' which meant a 'going beyond' (the due measure) - and did not 


have a 'moral' sense. Only later (under the influence of Nazarene theology) did it acquire a strict moral 
sense, and became an abstract absolute." {2} 


[1] 

(b) Actually or potentially harmful, destructive, disastrous, or pernicious; baleful. 
(Harm) from Old English hearm "hurt, pain; evil, grief; insult," from 
Proto-Germanic *harmaz (source also of Old Saxon harm, Old Norse harmr 
"grief, sorrow," Old Frisian herm "insult; pain," Old High German harm, German 
Harm "grief, sorrow, harm"), from Proto Indo-European *kormo- "pain." This is the 
Tráðoç of Tae! uáðoç, learning from adversity. 


(Destructive) from Latin destruere "tear down, demolish," literally "un-build," from 
de "un-, down" and struere "to pile, build" (from Proto Indo-European *streu-, 
extended form of root “stere- "to spread"). 


(Disastrous) literally "ill-starred," from dis- "ill" and astro "star, planet," from Latin 
astrum, from Greek Gotpov (astron) "star" 


(c) This is in reference to the Labyrinthos Mythologicus, the occultic system used 
in MSS to differentiate the potential adepts from the mundanes. 


(d) Given the Way is amoral (i.e. non-moral, neither declaring a thing good and 
permissible or wrong and forbidden) this re-presents a glimpse of the Labyrinthos 
Mythologicus. 


(e) The Way is hard and difficult, there are ever changing answers that may only 
work for a certain period of time (such as the weltanschauung of the initiate no 
longer being appropriate for an external adept and that weltanschauung no 
longer being appropriate to the internal adept) so it then misleading. The static 
Satanisms, the Satanisms and methods which declare a simple truth and view 
that changes little - as found among most occultists and Satanists today - are not 
the true Satanism. Satanism cannot be confined to a dogmatic set of beliefs and 
practices with false-truths lacking nuance. 


Satanism is deadly. Exoterically, one may be easily killed by the ones who 
oppose Satanism. Esoterically, Satanism involves the death of an egoic identity 
and this death occurs many times. Death occurs at each stage of the 7 Fold Way 


and there are many micro-deaths and micro-births (e.g via insight) within each 
sphere. It occurs most prominently at the abyss, the stage between external 
adept and internal adept. 


Thus such modern groups and individuals are - despite their efforts to promote 
themselves as Satanists - at best only peripheral, or Byronesque, Satanists, 
since they do not champion, and certainly do not practice, what is socially and 
individually harmful, destructive, disastrous, pernicious, baleful, deadly, 
malicious, malevolent, sly, and offensive. 


In comparison to all other modern self-professed Satanist groups, and in 
contrast to those individuals who publicly profess or have professed (in the last 
sixty years or so) to being Satanists, the Order of Nine Angles is, and always 
have been, different and, from the viewpoint of these other Satanists, a Satanic 
heresy. 


Nameless Associate 

133y fayen 

Notes 

[1] The Order Of Nine Angles And The Question Of Evil 


